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Commenting Party: City of Goleta, Kenneth M. Curtis, Director of Planning and 
Environmental Services 

Date of Comment(s): March 18, 2004 

Responses to Comment(s): 

 8-1. Please refer to Responses to Comments from the County of Santa Barbara. 

 8-2. Please refer to Responses to Comments 3-1, 3-2, and 3-8 from the County of 
Santa Barbara.   

 8-3. Please refer to the first paragraph in Response to Comment 3-2 from the County 
of Santa Barbara. 

 8-4. The text of Section 1.0, Executive Summary of the DEIR has been revised to 
state the Proposed Project site is off the coast of the city of Goleta (please see 
errata pages) 

 8-5. Please refer to Response to Comment 3-8 from the County of Santa Barbara. 

 8-6. The text of Section 1.0, Executive Summary of the DEIR has been revised to 
incorporate the referenced statement.  Section 6.0, Alternatives Analysis has 
likewise been revised (please see errata pages). 

 8-7. The magnitude of sediment fluctuation in the project area is described in Section 
4.1.2.3, Geology and Sediment Transport Impacts, of the DEIR as ranging from 
zero to an estimated 4 feet.  The complex set of factors associated with sediment 
transport is described in the setting discussion of the Geology and Coastal 
Process Section of the DEIR (Section 4.1.1). 

  As described in Section 3.6, Project Schedule of the DEIR, the actual offshore 
work activities will be restricted to 26 days in the months of September and 
October to avoid the CDFG identified bird nesting period from mid-April to late-
August, as well as, the whale migration period from November 30th to June 1st.  
As indicated in Section 3.4.2, the caissons H beams will be exposed 
approximately 4 feet below the mudline to allow attachment of the proposed 
explosive charges.   

 8-8. Placement of the quarry rock would be installed such that its surface is below the 
direct effects of wave action and maximum water velocities; accordingly, the 
quarry rock would not be expected to move during high wave events. 
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 8-9. Based upon the pipeline locations as shown on the Proposed Project Anchoring 
Plan, the Venoco seep pipe is slightly closer to the pier remnant site than the 
main platform to shore production pipeline.  Please refer to Response to 
Comment 3-4 from the County of Santa Barbara. 

 8-10. We concur with the conclusion regarding the influence of “fill” on currents.  The 
discussion of GEO-6 on page 4.1-14 of the DEIR provides, in part, “the proposed 
submerged hardbottom substrate will decrease the along-shore and cross-shore 
by no more than 16 percent within the wave shelter zone.”  The DEIR concludes 
that the impact of the Proposed Project will be adverse, but not significant. 

 8-11. As can be seen on Figure 4.4-1, 1999 Side Scan Sonar Survey of Hard Bottom  
Features Near PRC-421 Pier Remnant, all of the pier columns are located at a  
depth of 30 to 34 feet below mean low low water (please see errata pages). 
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